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Neither side has plans before April 1999
to flight test, against a ballistic target missile,
TMD interceptor missiles subject to the
agreement on demarcation with respect to
higher velocity TMD systems. Neither side
has plans for TMD systems with interceptor
missiles faster than 5.5 km/sec for land-based
and air-based systems or 4.5 km/sec for sea-
based systems. Neither side has plans to test
TMD systems against target missiles with
MIRVs or against reentry vehicles deployed
or planned to be deployed on strategic ballis-
tic missiles.

The elements for the agreement on high-
er-velocity TMD systems are:

» The velocity of the ballistic target mis-

siles will not exceed 5 km/sec.

» The flight range of the ballistic target
missiles will not exceed 3500 km.

e The sides will not develop, test, or de-
ploy space-based TMD interceptor mis-
siles or components based on other
physical principles that are capable of
substituting for such interceptor mis-
siles.

e The sides will exchange detailed infor-
mation annually on TMD plans and pro-
grams.

The Presidents noted that TMD tech-
nology is in its early stages and continues to
evolve. They agreed that developing effective
TMD while maintaining a viable ABM Treaty
will require continued consultations. To this
end, they reaffirm that their representatives
to the Standing Consultative Commission
will discuss, as foreseen under the ABM
Treaty, any questions or concerns either side
may have regarding TMD activities, includ-
ing matters related to the agreement to be
completed on higher-velocity systems, which
will be based on this joint statement by the
two Presidents, with a view to precluding vio-
lation or circumvention of the ABM Treaty.
These consultations will be facilitated by the
agreed detailed annual information exchange
on TMD plans and programs.

The Presidents also agreed that there is
considerable scope for cooperation in theater
missile defense. They are prepared to explore
integrated cooperative defense efforts, inter
alia, in the provision of early warning support
for TMD activities, technology cooperation
in areas related to TMD, and expansion of
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the ongoing program of cooperation in TMD
exercises.

In resolving the tasks facing them, the Par-
ties will act in a spirit of cooperation, mutual
openness, and commitment to the ABM
Treaty.

NoTE: An original was not available for verifica-
tion of the content of this joint statement.

Russia-United States Joint Statement
on Chemical Weapons

March 21, 1997

President Clinton and President Yeltsin
discussed issues relating to the entry into
force of the Convention on the Prohibition
of the Development, Production, Stockpiling
and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their
Destruction. They stressed the commitment
of the United States and Russia to full and
effective accomplishment of the tasks and
objectives of the convention.

The Presidents reaffirmed their intention
to take the steps necessary to expedite ratifi-
cation in each of the two countries. President
Clinton expressed his determination that the
United States be a party when the Conven-
tion enters into force in April of this year,
and is strongly urging prompt Senate action.
President Yeltsin noted that the Convention
had been submitted to the Duma with his
strong recommendation for prompt ratifica-
tion.

Mindful of their special role and respon-
sibility in the matter of chemical disar-
mament, the United States and Russia un-
derstand that their participation in the Con-
vention is important to its effective imple-
mentation and universality.

The Presidents noted that cooperation be-
tween the two countries in the prohibition
of chemical weapons has enabled both coun-
tries to enhance openness regarding their
military chemical potential and to gain expe-
rience with procedures and measures for
verifying compliance with the Chemical
Weapons Convention. The Parties will con-
tinue cooperation between them in chemical
disarmament.

The United States will seek appropriation
of necessary funds to build a facility for the
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destruction of neuroparalytic toxins in Russia
as previously agreed.

NoTE: An original was not available for verifica-
tion of the content of this joint statement.

Russia-United States Joint Statement
on European Security
March 21, 1997

Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin discussed
the present security situation in the Euro-
Atlantic region. They reaffirmed their com-
mitment to the shared goal of building a sta-
ble, secure, integrated and undivided demo-
cratic Europe. The roles of the United States
and Russia as powers with worldwide respon-
sibilities place upon them a special require-
ment to cooperate closely to this end. They
confirmed that this cooperation will be guid-
ed by the spirit of openness and pragmatism
which has increasingly come to characterize
the U.S.-Russian relationship in recent years.

Recalling their May 1995 Joint Statement
on European Security, the Presidents noted
that lasting peace in Europe should be based
on the integration of all of the continent into
a series of mutually supporting institutions
and relationships that ensure that there will
be no return to division or confrontation. No
institution by itself can ensure security. The
Presidents agreed that the evolution of secu-
rity structures should be managed in a way
that threatens no state and that advances the
goal of building a more stable and integrated
Europe. This evolution should be based on
a broad commitment to the principles of the
Organization for Security and Cooperation in
Europe as enshrined in the Helsinki Final
Act, the Budapest Code of Conduct and
other OSCE documents, including respect
for human rights, democracy and political
pluralism, the sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity of all states, and their inherent right
to choose the means to ensure their own se-
curity.

The Presidents are convinced that
strengthening the OSCE, whose potential
has yet to be fully realized, meets the inter-
ests of the United States and Russia. The
Presidents expressed their satisfaction with
the outcome of the Lisbon Summit of the
OSCE and agreed on the importance of im-
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plementing its decisions, both to define fur-
ther the goals of security cooperation and to
continue to devise innovative methods for
carrying out the growing number of tasks the
OSCE has assumed.

They underscored their commitment to
enhance the operational capability of the
OSCE as the only framework for European
security cooperation providing for full and
equal participation of all states. The rule of
consensus should remain an inviolable basis
for OSCE decision-making. The Presidents
reaffirmed their commitment to work to-
gether in the ongoing OSCE effort to de-
velop a model for security in Europe which
takes account of the radically changed situa-
tion on the eve of the 21st century and the
decisions of the Lisbon Summit concerning
a charter on European security. The OSCE'’s
essential role in Bosnia and Herzegovina and
its ability to develop new forms of peace-
keeping and conflict prevention should also
be actively pursued.

In their talks in Helsinki, the two Presi-
dents paid special attention to the question
of relations between the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization and the Russian Federation.
They continued to disagree on the issue of
NATO enlargement. In order to minimize
the potential consequences of this disagree-
ment, the Presidents agreed that they should
work, both together and with others, on a
document that will establish cooperation be-
tween NATO and Russia as an important ele-
ment of a new comprehensive European se-
curity system. Signed by the leaders of the
NATO countries and Russia, this document
would be an enduring commitment at the
highest political level. They further agreed
that the NATO-Russia relationship, as de-
fined in this document, should provide for
consultation, coordination and, to the maxi-
mum extent possible where appropriate, joint
decision-making and action on security issues
of common concern.

The Presidents noted that the NATO-Rus-
sia document would reflect and contribute
both to the profound transformation of
NATO, including its political and peacekeep-
ing dimension, and to the new realities of
Russia as it builds a democratic society. It
will also reflect the shared commitment of
both NATO and Russia to develop their rela-



